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October 31, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlsrlon 
445 1'2th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCrnendated adoptlon of "broedeast flag" technology for dlgltal tflevlslon AS B 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such n pollcy w u l d  be bad tor Innwptlan, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at DTU 

A robust competltbe market tor consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manufacturer3 ablllfy to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studloi to tell technologlsts 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflectwhat consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and n could result In me being charged more money tor Inferlor tunctlonalw 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less Ilkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay mom lor devlces that llmtl my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology tor dlgltal talevlslon Thank you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Samuel Rose 
4212 Holt Rd 

USA 
Hoit, MI 48842 
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October 3 I ,  2003 

Commissioner Mich0el J Coppi 
Federal Communications Commi~&n 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Wnshingtnn. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm h t m g  to voice my opposition to any FCC.mm&ted sdoption of '"broadcan flag techMloey for di@d televipion As a coniumer 
and citizeh I feel s h &  that such a policy would be bad for innovation, canmntr  iightw, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robuet, competitive market for c o m e r  electrrmicn murt be rooted in mnnufacmen' nWQ to innovate for thdr customers Allawing 
movie i tud ios  to veto fcaturem of DN-rccepdm equipment will enable the rmdioi to t d  tschMlogirti what new pmductm they can 
meate lhip will remlt in pmductm thnt don7 m e i r n d y  re&& what crrrmunm like me pduplly mt. and it could rclult in me being 
c k e d  more money fm inf& f u n c t i o d Q  

If the FCC LEUSO a broadcart rhg mandate. I would Mtuplly im lei# likely to make an invertmant in DN-caph le  reccivm and o h f  
equipment I will not pay more for devices thnt Umit my @ti at the behert of  Hollywood Plearc do not m d t e  broadcan flag 
technology for Wtal television ThanL you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

michnel Swnnson 
370 E 440 3 
Cedar Ciry, LT 64720 
USA 



JohnW Hknan 
14058 E. Beechwood Kd 
Gdena, MD 21635 

Conylussioner Mchael J. Cows 
Federal Communicatlons Commission 
44.5 12th street, N w  
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael I. Copps, 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource sohare ,  adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I  an^ unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software liwms or computer operating system that 
c o n s i ~ r s  must ilse in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Addirionally, adoption ofthe broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source s o h a r e  are 
computer progamnhzrs and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and consmi 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. Don't be fooled ~nto 
thnlung that Microsof? has innovated anythug. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the Mf'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QkM 
nlodulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from innovating in field of digtal 
commwucations t e c h q  LES used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without movative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watchTV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view diBtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of &@tal television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital televisionmition by oppsing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

America I S  and has been the leadmg innovator in the fields of communications and computers. Don't sikfocare 
ths movation in the interests of a few large corporations interested in regulating the industry in their benefit. 
and iuit i l  they alone can provide these innovations, if they ever do. 

Sincerely, 

John W. Herman 

1 



David Wolever 
135 Mavety St 
Toronro. Ongrio, M6P2LX 

Conunissioner Mchael J. C q p s  
Federal Commurucations Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American c o m m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I ani writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
propx role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systrim 
t h t  consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlditionally. adoptlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation IS what d e s  open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPA4 will ban open-source implementations of VSB ant1 QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
cornmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television kcame digital. viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
telrbision progmuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watchTV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

David Wolever 

1 



Jason Faulkner 
110 E Franklin Street 
Po Box 42 I 
Spring Hope, NC 27882 

Commissioner Mchael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wilshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 

Your upconung choices regardmg Broadcast Flags allow you the unique viewpoint of defining diptal ~ d ~ d  
kom now on - you can either lock it up - by approving a "broadcast flag" nmsnre, or free it. by choosq  
not to pass that new regulation. 

Broadcast flags would prevent Open Source Software l?om accessing digital television. whch I feel would 
vlolate both eeedom of speech and press. 

As a journalist. I feel that this degree of Federal Control over television is dangerously close to censorship -- 
ut would be incredibly easy. given this technology. to take a channel or program off the air if it says or does 
son&ing against the government. 

Please DO NOT allow broadcast flags to be mplemnted. 

Jason Faulkner 

former Sports Editor 

Spring Hope Enterprise 

Slncerely 

Jason Faulkna 

1 
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October 29, 2003 

Cammlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communleatlons tomm~sa~on 
445 I i t h  Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my apposttlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon d "bmadcest flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be b i d  for Innwstlon, consumer rlghto, and the uklmate 
adaptlon of D N  

A rObU9t campettthe market for conrurner electron~cs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllly to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studloi to veto feature¶ of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlots 
what new produrn they can create mi3 wlll rerult In producb thnt don't necerrnrlly reflect what conrumers 11ke me 
actually want. and n muld result In me belng charged mote money Tor lntcrlor Tunctlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be la81 Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll n M  pay mom lor devlcea that llmk my rlghts at tha behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglcal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

nell messlck 
630 groff ave 
Ellzabethtown, PA 17022 
USA 



Bany Boyce 
2832 W t m i r e  Hwy 
Kinards SC, 29355 

Conunissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comniunications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C. 20.554 

D e a  Comssioner Michael J. Copps, 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"hroadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is otitside its 
proprr role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
r h t  constuners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adophon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opxsource  sohare  are 
computer programmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software.. Their contributions and consrant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
cnnmimcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a i r  
able to watch TV, consmrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digtal television in addition to making it illegal r o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource soflware. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Bany Boyce 

1 



Karen Carter 
202 Rolling Ridget Ct 
Warner bbins.  Ga 3 1088 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps. 

A p i n  I am appalled at the government's quest to control andregulate the privacy in our homes. Agam and as 
usual this is all inoney based. This issue is not about what is fair. Isn't is m g e  Hollywood 1s not interestecl In 
controlling when it comes to pornography issues. Hoollywood and the media services (TV, newspapers. etc) 
want "fieedom of speech" when it is to their benenfit. Everyone shouts about "their nghts' being violated. well 
I will jump on t tus  issue. The rights in my home will be violated. 

I would hope Hollywood and the TV indushy wouldjump on the band wagon for education Don't they 
iderstand it would be to their benefit to allow schools to use their products for education? For once I hope 
you will listen to the "lirrle people of theunited States." 

Sincerely, 

Karen Carter 

1 



Eric Schultz 

North Fond du Lac, WI. 54937 
.S41 DBlaware Ave. 

Comrmssionlr Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comnimcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Waslungton. D.C. 205% 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption ofthe broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systena 
t h t  consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of rhe broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progammers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovahon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwdulators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers from movating in field of &@tal 
conunutllcations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch dgital television on a computer using open-som software. It is for these reasons I luge you to 
promre the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Rule5 like th~s  take away our rights to watch and enjoy our entertainment as we see fit and in the best tune 
There is no need to break a system that works perfectly. Please think about consumers and stand up for OUT 

interests. 

Siiicerely, 

Eric Schultz 

1 
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October 29. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoution of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. Iffeel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment will enable the studros to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Terrance Druggan 
333 Whitfield Drive 
Lexington. KY 40515 
USA 
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October 29, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedrral Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20564 

Dear Mlchsel Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mendated idoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttnl televlslon As a 
consumer and clzen, I reel strongly that such 0 pollcy would be bOd for Innomtlon. consumer rlghts end the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robu3t compettthe marmto r  consumer eleehOnlcs must be T o e d  In manubcturen' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle nudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thli WM result In produaP that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnkrlorfunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flap mandah, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for d w l w s  that llmtf my rlghta at the behest ol HollYWood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgksl televlsbn Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Sean Jensen-Grey 
700 NW 42nd st, Sulte 223 
Seartle, WA 98107 
USA 
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October 29, 2003 

Comrmrsioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicahons Comrmrsion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wishmgion, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to voice my oppOSihOn to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for &gtd 
telemsion. A5 a consumer and ahzen, I fed strongly that such a polrcywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeahve market for consumcr electronics must be rooted m manufaccurerd aMty to innovate for 
thmr customers. Allowng mome stu&os to veto features of I)TV-rccspbon equpment MU enable the studos to 
tell technolo.psts what n w  products they can craab. Ths d result m products that don't necessnaly reflect 
what consumers Lk me actuaUywan\ and it could result in me bang chugedmore money for vlfenor 
funchondty. 

If the  FCC issues a broadcast flngmmdate, I would actually be loss hkely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpmcnt. I anll not pay more for demces that h t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtal television. n a n k  you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

h t h  Menard 
15110 Newport Ave. 
Omaha, N E  68116 
USA 



Tim Hoolihan 
2845 Chamberlain Kd 
Fairlam OH 44333 

Conmissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commission 
44s 12th street, N w  
Washtngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps. 

1 an1 concerned citizen and voter. And I used to think that people, not covorate Interest governed this c0~~1tl-y 

Thousands of Anzrican consumem have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-ource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digtal television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adi>pting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outslde its 
prop- role It is not the FCCs place to effectively chmse the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nuxhlators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of cli@tal 
cornmucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ail: 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the eqrupment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a convuter using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pinmote the &@tal television transition by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Tim Hoolihan 

1 



Kristi ogle 
65 Jackson Ci. 
Marietta, GA 30060 

Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commutllcatiom Commission 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Wasiungtob D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Michael J. Copps: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conmucations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast tlag." I a m  outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regdabon would restrict the way I enJoy television. 

The broadcast tlag is neither rn my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent nie koni watchng d i g m l  
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for per~onal viewing from rmm-to~mm and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using niy choice of 
software on a plane or wain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to farmly and friends 

Futhermre. if computers cannot h l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. FkpIay'IV and the Windows Media Center PC, which eMst today bzcause they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive. off-the-shelf computer parts 

If the move to digital televisiondoes not make the public's viewing experience m r e  enjoyable. flexible, ant1 
exciting. what conlpelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electromcs and conlputer 
equipment. As a ciuzen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
umsition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincrrdy. 

Kristi Ogle 

1 



Dawn Adam 
106 Northfield Ct. 
Warner Robins. GA 3 1093 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Comrmssion 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

As a media specialist in an elementary school, a home television viewer and a consumer of electromcs and 
computer products, I urge the Federal Comnuu 'cations commission to vote against the adoption of a 
"broadcast flag." I am very concerned that the FCC would consider a regulation would remict the way I use 
television in school and enjoy television at home. 

The broadcast flag is neither rn my interest nor the public's interest. Until now, the legal doctrine of "fau me'' 
has allowed me to make copies 

of a copyrighted works for educational purposes. Although this legal 

concept may protect my educational use of recorded broadcast television 

show in a c o w  room, this "flag" may smn prevent my ability to replay 

the $how before I ever get it to the classroom It will prevent xm h m  watching digital broadcast television ~n 

the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example. it will restrict my ability to m v e  the 
video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room-to-mm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore, if compute- cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo. ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, whch exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enJoyable, flexible. mtl 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
ptcture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and compilrer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast televisioq I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sinerely. 

Dawn Adan= 

1 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As n consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravel) 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
3re more expensive and less valuable 

I n  addinon, 1 am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. 1 can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie, send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
Ilexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television 1 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Manuel Martmez 
2224 Broadway 
Schauniburg, IL 60194 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. T h a t  transition wil l be far  more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean dlscarding m y  existlng home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another devlce in m y  living room.  Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about the fair-use impllcatlons of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive reclpient of  content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can r e c o r d l V  t o  watch later; clip a small piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control and flexiblllty that  I enjoy. 

I f  the  move t o  digital televislon does not make t h e  public'sviewlng experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and excitlng, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV plcture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

John M Geiser 
514 Lowell Dr. 
South Elgin, I L  60177 



Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conimumcations Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumem of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
I C  smitchng doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an e m a l  clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

lf the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexlble, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Chris Hoffman 
po box 336 
Arlington, WA 98223 

I I 



Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
dwsn't mean discarding my exlstinq home network, buying new high-resolutlon displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications o f  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to diqital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Nick Terrible 
6086 Holiday Lane 
Dubtin, OH 43016 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

\'L4 FACSIMILE 

Ilea r Commissioner Copps, 

.e a consumer of broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switclung to and buying 
digital televlsion equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer d switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAnnd its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

Til addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control end flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electrorucs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition bv 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

kcha rd  Dowling 
9601 Arlene Drive, Anchorage, Alaska 
Aiichorage. AK 99502 



Philip Creighton 
10375 Southern Oaks Dr 
Saraland, AL 36571 

Conunissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th street, N w  
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner  Mchael J. Copps, 

Thousads of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCC's adoptlon of a 
"broadcast flap" I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I mi unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television kcadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will hami innovation. Many users of open-source softwiue air  
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source sofiware able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodulators ml demodulators, preventing open-soiuce programmers from innovating in field of d p t a l  
conunmcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assiuned that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propxnnung not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a ~ e  
able to watch TV. c o m m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal ti) 
watch digital television on a computer using opnsource  software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television ansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Phl ip  Creighton 

1 



Israel I. Pattison 
PO Box 19212 
Raleigh. NC 27619-9212 

Conmssioner Mjchael J. Copps 
Federal Communicauom Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressedtheir oppositron to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive dgital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers mint use m order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atltlitionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators ml denicdulators, preventing opensource prognmmers from innovating in field of digtal 
conunimcations techques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broatlcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to nuking it illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the &@tal television nansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Israel J.  Patuson 

1 



Neva Lee Ghormley 
S299 East Shore Drive 
Conyers, GA 30094 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

D m  Conmissioner Michael J. Copps 

To Whom It May Concern 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "brcadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me &om watching tligtal 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict m y  
ability to move the video I have recorded for p e r ~ 0 ~ 1  viewing &omroom-to-rmm and place-to-place 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using niy chow of 
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends 

Furthermore, if computers cannot ffeely receive dgital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content m exciting ways 1 haven't even thought of? I v a l u e  
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today kcause they 
were built to open standards using mexpensive, of?-the-shelf computer parts 

Ifthe move to digml television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
excitmg. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Neva Lee Ghormley 

1 



Jason Michlizzi 
D30R Stadium Apartments 
1530University Drive 
Duluth, MN55812 

Comssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washmgton, D.C 20554 

D m  Commissioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
“broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for “Federal Computer Control” which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC’s place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
tllat consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcan on their computers. 

Addtionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will ham innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementahons of VSB and QAM 
nlodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digtal  
comniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addhon to makmg it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource sohare. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television w i t i o n  by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jason Mchelizzi 

1 
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Wednesday, October 29 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switchtng 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Timothy Abbott 
34 Marshall St Unit C 
Sornerville, MA 02145 


